
short-term compliance r6quirement may De appropriate where there are 

significant seasonal variations in effluent quality, we neea to consider other 

statewide policies. We note the strong policy in favor of conjunctive water 

use,,particularly when such a program will not cause water quality oDJectives 

to De violated. 

2. Any water quality degraaation which would result from 

modification of the 4-month compliance requirement would De, at the most, 

minimal. Petitioner will still De Constrained by the Basin Plan's wasteloaa 

allocation of the amount of high TFR water which may De used. 

3. The District appears to De the only puDlic entity In the upper 

Santa Ana Watershed aDle to participate in the in-lieu program. 

4. The in-lieu program will apparently De temporary. 

The Regional Board imposed a 4-month averaging period, despite Order 

No. WQ 82-5, Dasea on its Dellef that a shorter averaging period Would allow 

greater enforcement flf+iDility. The Regional Board is concern'ea that a larger 

fluctuation in monthly effluent quality may occur and enforcement may De more 

difficult. 

We do not agree. We note that the moael which was used to aerive the 

Basin Plan objectives essentially used an infinite averaging perioa. Since we 

accept the Basin Plan oojectlve, any averaging period shorter than infinity 

should result in compliance. 

We note further that the reason the TFR objective was set is to 

maintain a high quality water for downstream aquifer recharge. Most aquifers 

are insensitive to short-term fluctuations in recharge water quality. Aquifer 

‘0 I ‘. 

water quality usually represents a long-term average of recharge from alt 

sources. 
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The Regional Board also IS concernea over large fluctuations in 

monthly effluent qualilty if a long averaging period is used. It is true that 

any averaging period could allow a discharger to discharge high quality water 

~ L 
most months ana then discharge very low quality water for the remaining 

month(s). The low quality months can De progressively lower as the period 

Decomes longer. However, we note that the oojective, which is designed to 

protect oeneflcial uses, must sti I De met. Further, peaks of tchis type can 

easily be controllea Dy imposing a monthly maximum value. 

The Regional Boara rag sed the issue of what to ao the month after the 

in-lieu program enas. We suggest the Regional Boara use the 12-month average 

(perhaps in conjunction with a monthly maximum discussed aDOVe) continuously 

for any plant which participates in the in-lieu program. 

Accoraingly, we oelieve the Situation to oe essentially the 

when we reviewed the issue in 1982. There is still a need to allow a 

0 

averaging perioo when in-lieu water is used. Such a longer averaging 

will still protect water quality and meet the established objectives. 

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

We encourage conjunctive use programs. As we previous ly he 

Order No. WQ 82-5, to allow the petltloner to partlclpate in the In-1 i 

same as 

longer 

period 

a in 

eti 

program, we direct the Regional Boara to use a 12-month averaging proce'aure for 

Chino Basin discharges when participating in a program which SuDStituteS 

Colorado River water for other supplies. 



IV. DRDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. The Regional Boara shall moaify Reglonal Boat-a Orders Nos. 85-l 

and 85-141 accordingly. 

The undersigned, Executive Director of the State Water Resources 
Control Board, cloes hereby certify that the foregoing 1s a full, true, ana 
CO$reCt Copy of an order duly and regularly adoptqd at a meeting of the State 
Water Resources Control Board held on March 20, 1986. 

Aye : Darlene E. Ruiz 
E. H. Finster 
Eliseo Samaniego 
Danny Walsh 

No: None 

Absent: Raymond V. Stone 

Abstain: None 

I 
I :’ r)~ 1 

Interim Executive Director 
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